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House of Representatives
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Dear Congressman Waxman:
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This is in reply to your letter of March 17, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
propo~es comprehensive changes to :the Co••ission's Rules governing the priv~te

land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands ?elow 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (R/C) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile &Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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James H. Quello
Acting Chairman
.Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Quello:

I wanted to bring to your attention several additional
con~tituent letters I have~eceiv:ed regarding PR Docket 92-235.
All of these constituents OppOse the FCC's proposed rules under
PR Doc~et 92-235'because ·they would reduce the number of
frequencies available in the 72-76 MHz band to model aircraft
fliers. I request that their views be taken into consideration
during the FCC's deliberations on this matter.

with kind regards, I am

,r~~Y~
Member of Congress

HAW: lkg



,,:

........ '...... .~ ' ...'

~_ t.:

. .~ .; ;' . . . . .:

wrl::' iam <'11. Foster .
.... 91:)2 ·ee}).t,'i uera. A v'd; ,,; ':.

'; •• l : ...

' ..

.. '

'. '-.

. .', .: .... :. .

.. ~ '. ~ ~'.'

:h.& HC,'Tlor a ble Barry' Wa:;onan
l~a.U~it~.i Sta-t~s.HOUS2 of Rep.
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Re: NPRM PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative WaxIMn,

I am'deeply concerned about PR TIocket 92-235 because it is ~ very
great threat to the well being of my only retirement hobby. that of
b~ilding and flying' radio controlle~ model gliders and, for the four
reasons listed below, to the safety with which they can be operated~

I am an officer of the ~alibu Radio Controlled Soaring Association.
Our club has the privilege of flying in a state.park that is frequented
and useq by ather people a't the same' time that· we are flying. '. Beca'use
same of our models have wing spans' of more than ten feet ·and ·....eigh more
than thirty pounds, safety is very much of a consideration at all
times. The radio interference that would result from PR Docket 92-235
is a great threat to that safety because it would cause us to lose
control of a heavy model and perhaps injure someone.

PR Docket 92-235 is a threat to the safety our of hobby because the
proposed insertion of radio frequencies so dangerously close to many of
those in our assigned 72 MHz ban6 that dangerous radio interference is
bound to result causing us to lose control of a heavy model and perhaps
i nj ure SOJneone.

PR Docket 92-235 is a threat to the safety of our hcbby b2C3US2 it
would allow transmitters much more powerful that those we are allOWEd
to usa. This also will cause radio interference causinQ us ~D ~ose....;
contro I of a heavy mode I and pernapE. i nj ure someone,

PH Docket 92-235 also threaten,s safety because the nroDoE·~d new
fr"equencies are design~ted as mobile - - meaning ~ha+ it: ~a~ ~ot t,~

known where they would be operating. A danserous source of
interference could be operatin~ even ri~ht on Ol1r field witho~t Ol~r

knowledge, For this re~son al~o, there-is a very real danger of ~~Sln,
of control of a model and perhap::::; inj ur t~ someon':;,.

PR Docket 92-235's technj.cal specifications for the new eouioment
allows a legal frequency tolerance which could place their signal
direct ly over ourE. This would render our eu ui pmer,t I cost ins manv
hundl'eds of dollars virtually use less. '.

Please give this matter your
[JockeT. 92-235 to be,:ome law.

a~l,d..
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.January 29, 1993
The Honorable Anthony Beilenson.
1025 Longworth House' Office Building
Washington D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Beilenson:.

I am writing you personally because of my concern !Jver PR Docket .
92-'235 presently being prop'osed by the Federal Comm.t.inications
Commission. As I understand that Docket, if adopted, the new' rules
would greatly reduce the usability of radio frequencies presently
assigned for model airplane use, and those rules would certainly
increase tHe risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

I an a retired electrical engineer and have enjoyed this hobby for the
past 10 years. I am also active in our local model aircraft club.
With the adoption of these,rules, it poses a serious risk to me if I
continue t~is hobby.

Technically, it is quite clear that the insertion of new "mobile"
frequencies very close to the presently assigned frequencies, spaced
in very close frequency proximity (2.5 KHz) will cause interference
resulting in model aircraft accidents and liability. Even the best
designed model aircraft control receiver cannot reject adjacent
frequencies at the proposed power levels. Furthermore, their being
mobile, makes it uncertain where they will operate with respect to
model aircraft flying fields.

For the above stated reasons, I strongly urge that you actively
oppose the adoption of PR Docket 92-235.

c~E~~~
Elvin E. Herman
1200 Lachman Lane
Pacific Palisades
California 90272


